in the Office Action mailed July 22, 2011, the Examiner rejected claims 24-27, 29-35 
and 47-57 Mo claws have been 3 ' r rums 24. 26, 27 29, 31-35, anci 47-54 i?nan 

pending in the application. Applicants present the following remarks for review and 
consideration by the Examiner, 

Further, by the present amendment it does not follow that the amended claims have 

devise an e uivaleni Afte 

amendment, as before, limitations in the ability to describe the present invention in language in 
the patent claims naturally prevent the Applicants from capturing every nuance of the invention 
or describing with complete precision the range of its novelty or every possible equivalent . See, 
Festo Corp v. ShoKetsu Ktn zoku Koovo Kabushiki Co.. 62 USP0.2d 1705 (2002}, Accordingly, 
the > ~ toe interest o -■ ^ 

there is no intention of surrendering any range of equivalents to which Applicants would otherwise 
b& entitled. 

PETITION FO R EXTENSION OF JIMg 
Applicants respectfully request and petition an appropriate extension of time to 
w « 5 the outst; m g Office Action of 3-monihs The Commissioner is lereb 
to charge Deposit Account No. 50-1097 for the 3-month extension fee and for any deficiencies or 
overpayments which may foe due in the name of Dobrusin & Thennisch PC, 
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The Examiner rejected independent Claim 26 arid dependent Claims 49-51 under 35 
U.S.C; § 102(b) as being anticipated by DE 19525742 to Anstait (herein after "Anstait"}. With 
regard to independent Claim 26 : the Examiner states that Anstalt teaches a method for slicing a 
mod product block comprising: 

.m' i ' i i o ^ 

< m t t \. i ! 

t t t I t i s t h • th 

t vl , u J f < I 

^ \'t< ! , r „ i K div . s 1 i ,\ : it m i:k in, \ ,i ) i k 

i . 

wherein fh« ffisns serves ine«;!y to bold and no; to drive m: Sbc-ii prodix-.; biock.. 
See Fiji, ! , 

With regard to dependent Claim 49, the Examiner slates that Ansialt teaches a gripper 
connected to the food product block by Interlocking. With regard to dependent Claim 50. the 
Examiner states thai Ansialt teaches the means (?) being driven by me conveyor beli (1) In Fig. 
1 vVith a t e lent Claim 51 the: Examiner states that Anstait teaches the means (7) 
a a m me enn c * 

rhe j t m is a method nd de\ 2 fc si tng food bars (Title and Af * 
Sp< 1 e presen ition dates to metho si multa isiy slioln I ood 

product blocks fed to a blade, (Para [0001]). A virtually continuous slicing machine (5) 
comprises a blade {11) for cutting a food product block (2) into food product slices (12) The 
food product block (2) is conveyed continuously by a conveyor bait (4) in the direction of a 
cutting plane (6) of the blade (11), (Para [0061] and Hg < The food product block 1 is 
conveyed by the conveyor belt (4) along a feed passage (14). Ai Its rear end (18), the food 
product biock «2) is brought into contact with a gripper (18) having a drive unit (20, 21). A 
tnctionai connection exists between the gripper <lSi and the conveyor belt (4) such that as soon 
as the gripper (18) is engage with the conveyor below (4) ; the conveyor belt (4) drives the 
I ? the not ts rives (20. 2 According t g> pet J) serve rsere 

and not drive the food product biock (2) \Pam (0082]}. in one embodiment, the slicing machine 



7 



has four grippers (18) arranged on a centra! drive unit (20) which may be displaced along a 
guide (22), Displacement of the centra! drive unit (20) may be effected either by a motor or by 
the food product blocks (2) which have been connected with the grippers (18) and are 
conveyed by the corresponding conveyor belts (4) in another embodiment, the central drive 
unit (20) may be fixed ,n position relative to the guide [22). been gripper MB) includes a drive 
ut it ' I u - h tl ins i ' * . t Jai \ t -j n .< u > 

(20). (Para [0062) and Figs. 2a and 2b) 

in use. the fooc * :m,ct o - . imstooe 
product blocks (2) may be brought into contact with a limit stop (16) for locating me ends of the 
food blocks (2) facing me blade (11) for locating the food blocks (2) In a plane parallel to the 
biade (1 i Tne conveyor beits mi rnay oe individually driven, such that each food product block 
(2) is advanced in an adjustable manner and thus the rate at which the food product blocks (2) 
are sliced may differ. Before or during slicing, the central unit (20) is moved along the guide 
(22) in the direction of the rear ends of the f odd product blocks (2) until each gnpper (18) 
comes into contact with a corresponding mod product block (2). Tne gripper (18; is brought into 
contact with the respective food product blocks (2) sn succession or Simultaneously and may be 
" N '» tf 1 < 1 -i e ( If a 

limit stop (18) is used and the grippers. (18} are connected before the silcihg starts, the mod 
roduct blocks (2) are not imit stop {18} and a * s!> 

tne ! »t stop (16) my be removed Without n food product blocks (2) omng e m pd while- 
- < ; parallel alignment ef the front ends of the food product blocks (2). eliminating the 
need for a trimming cut prior to slicing the food product blocks (2). Once contact is made 
between the grippers (18) and the food product block (2), both the drive of the central unit (20) 
and the drives (21) of the respective gnppers (18) may be stopped, such that the central unit 
ss to ce freely c spla ;eabie along ri^e gu.de (22) and j 3 « 

mounted so as to be freely displaceable in the guides (21) such that the gripper (18) and thus 
the central unit (20) are drawn towards the blade (11) by the food product blocks (2). The 
grippers (18) are not driven by their own drives (21) after contact with the food product blocks 
(2) and are therefore also not In a position to drive the food product blocks (2) toward the blade 
(11) The gnppers (18) arc either moved towards ihfi biad (11} b> the cc esj n in; >od 
P« ' ^ N the conveyor be t). (Para [0084]. With refei to? gs 4a-4c 

# <- ^ J ^ t n - "I- s (2 if a of , t h # ^ 0 f » d tne - see - 0 , t - ur ic ' m ?m 
and the mod proouct block (2) lies at least partially under the gripper pi 8). The food product 
blocks (2) are sliced until their rear ends are located in front of the grippers (18), which are then 
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brought Into engagement with the food product blocks (2) at any desired point, but at the latest 
when it can no longer be guaranteed thai the food product blocks (2s will be held securely 
between the conveyor belts (4), (Para [OOiSJ). 
Claim 26 recites. 

tg a food proek oc'r >ns 

f ' ' ' ] M I, \ t i *CV 

convoying t { food product faiocK towards, t blade by a* ;«as;S ono confer 
* v - re ; 3 , , j k 

t V t ' i 1 > I f '[ - ! If O > 

I it ) t I , "> t t „ » ^ , v t 

both during nta hi i an J k; and 

wherein the means serves merely to hold and not so dnve the food product block 

Anstalt discloses an apparatus for feeding to cut slices comprising an endless belt (1) 
d to a slicsr and its strng pianeta 
(1) is the contact area for each product (8), which is collected in a known manner by means of a 
f . t, at Its et n* {ripper (?) si si ;fy conn ed with poor strand (3} of the 
~ v ; si i t - 1 s fixed to tht endles be!* 1 es that 

i it 6) >f ea< i grsppet (?) is firmly attached to h« uppt i - n oi tl e 
u t <. " < t me and r of m , s \ < \ 

svention ;s co nprc ssion < i p iucf c 3 ) 
b< • t 1 u ' , i i m i ui in i r \ | i < i t it t til 

in sharp contrast, Applicants' invention provides means for engaging a food product 
bl t ^ * s set forth in Claim 26. t? t ngag sthe foot product bi ck 

at any desired time during slicing. (Emphasis added), Anstalt, therefore, does not anticipate 
Applicants' neve; method, where Anstalt states specifically that the gnpper is fixed to the 
conveyor belt and must engage and compress the product before slicing begins. 

Applicants' method further differs from Anstalt where the means serves to merely hold 
a^d not dnve the food product block. Anstalt specifically states that the product (8) is engaged 
and compressed by the gripper (7) to increase the friction of the product (8) and the belt (1). 
Anstalt is contra to the novel method of Applicants' invention as set forth in independent Claim 
26. Remaining Claims 49031 depend from Claim 26 and are, therefore also allowable 

Rejection under 35 U.S C. el 03(a): 

~ s i jected independent Cia i fe 7, 29, 31 35 f 

48 ; and 52-5? under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Anstalt in view of USPN 
6,935,2" u to Lndee at ai. (hereinafter "Undee") Regarding independent Claim 24, the Examine, 
states that Anstalt teaches a method for cutting a food product block comprising: 



ar< - \ > co;ibK t 1 - ' ? - - o-oi of the coexi boh S 

. ! 1 j i - ti i < S; uvtd 

t i ' \ ? to • ^ \ of (he food psoduoi to create' a . n „u 



v Ht , siicios one or ^ t of . \ , prodwo block bopnrs , o , o -•<,- ( xx a 
sbce tor: NS;op.oo<i.. o{>er.;Hor ;ux poobeo ibe bnxi prodio • block ao.-jir:.-,; bfxx 2 •o,- 

t 1 i ^ s < i S j-> 

food . block o« b, s < by v. > t > i end of \ ^ prodoct biocb o:i die 



wbcteii} ibo gii \ k>! dnreo by its. ovvti b.riv it ieaX dtn mact wife thi 
food product btook (It is noted the cripper is driven bv die conveyor bob: 5), 
Sec Pigs, i arid 2, 

7ne Exot t net si ncs that Anstalt does not teach the step of slicing at least two food 
products simultaneously. The Examiner rfeJtes on Undee for this teaching (See cos. 2, fine 87- 
coi. 3, line 1). 

Claim 24 recites; 

>" u tht. e t t 

feedxp In pasxiiei >x at t ' , < : product t la a blade; 
insetting - of the at leas; two food oroeioct bbocko into a feed passage. 

vvhereif) the at ieaxt be food product biocbs are opbouaby brought . - contact x a 

Simit stop; 

conveying the at least two food product otocKs towards the blade by a! seast 
slicing the ends of the food product blocks; and 

vOi » otnq a s : 'ipperto a -i i o; the at least ievo loocl product blocks > create 
a connection, reaiote from the Diade : of each of :he at teas;; t food product blocks, 

wherein the >o > between the popper and the at ices; two i prodnci 
k k^xc ' s e v # i ' - i ' < , v, • < i 

begins, and 

■wherein the grippe; is not dnven by its own drive at least duong contact wild 
ix 



P ! w« t wides a gnpper ? necttng e end a food product block. 
As set forth n Claim 2d. the gnpper connects with the food product after slicing oeg;ns 
(Emppasis added), in sharp contrast Anstalt states specifically that the gnpper is fixed to the 
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cor.vwyor fcek and must engage and compress the product before siic'ng begins Applicants' 
method further differs from Anstait where the gripper serves to merely bold and not drive the 
food product block Ansiait specifically states that the product iS) is engaged and compressed 
{ , ripper i to increase the :tion of ih > i ci v n I 1 

cure these defaults Aether, Anstait is contra to the novel method of Applicants' Invention as 
«t 10 t id " - mc , -k a ( \ - m * ! . X! A i t i "i) 

f nt - - - n - f r i c- - m ed t , >h - "A c ( < 

35, -A A 4S : end 52-57 depend directly or indirectly from Claim 24 end are, therefore, also 
allowable 

The Examiner rejected independent Cairn 55 under 35 U.S.C. §103{a) as being 
u n t 1 1 i . 1 ' ^rc n A > A 

for simultaneously slicing at least two food product docks comprising: 

. M.H u n { ? <- t k l \. > , , t p t m j i 

ipAbng at teas! two product blocks s.r ■ = o :i convsysng (20, 24, ?,2, 26); 

conveying sbe at tea*! two food product bioc-ks towards the liiado Y} using as feast cmA 

.i m ft i > i i t , 

u > i * I > 5 i { Is 2 ( t k-a>; . >, i i> i 

2A 22, 26>; 

! t ti t t t t „ i J ! s i i< 

t unt it t ^ ! ^ v s „ s. i „ t , \i ikiiii 
i t \ i _ t _ i 1 i % > x 1 > | ^ 

s-)w:inii she hi ad* 32: 

^ H , N I . t , t I , s t tt 1 v i K 

i n ' ><■ i 4 i i m v i' j« 

l IjS > 1 v In 1 

•»"•• t'-l'U i . 
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Anstait for teaching a gnpper for holding an end of a food product to increasing a holding force. 
See Figure 1 . 

Claim 55 recites: 

\ '\*< I - 1 . ' O '"'If s - 

inserting the si ieaal: ;wc food pfoouct biocrs i ~> a guide passage; 

I ' ! < - ,t u ^ 

co ^ , < i i' i ' od • i iXi 

' t - ! 

sfksog the food product blocks, 

.attaching a gnpper to on end, rerooto from the blade, of each of too at least Jwo feod 
product blocks 

■KiUOtf jo, q< ^p*. v thdij 0 Jt'ac^" 1 c« t < t t 

t 1 tfl'i- " m ' , t a i. - » w 

toad product Clocks or both, 

engaging the > least two loco product biockc i0 the at least one conveyor f 
ivhetein trie a' ioash one conveyor belt induces on -iiei side cod an blade side; 

wherein the at ieasi two food product blocks ore in cooled with too at lead one 
N ^ >> t >< ) k t ' , "it- < < , 

k < s ;■ 'o 

< it t t - t{t ' th ) < t 1 

sifter siicirig of the at i< i t product blocks has begun: 

>. ^ 1 'it i f < v M 

food po'doci dock; aoci 

i ft ill v i 1 > U u > t Was P3t 

L u ! ti In f t t , , t <- ft 

paraiiei to the » sue £ f m i n * i - < -V n d 

t ind i (sol see a loaf feed for delivering a loaf end into a cutting piane. An output 
t - 1 t. 1 ' 1 f si ng biade for receiving the slices and forn ing i draft 

A control system t t i > adjusts a lateral movement of the output conveyor to form a 
t t t ' tn m response to a sensed lateral dimension of the 

loaf being sliced. Undee, therefore, is directed to sensing the proper spacing of the shingled 
product In sharp contrast to the Examiner's statements, Undee does not teach nor suggest 
wherein the at least two food product blocks are arranged tn such a way that before the first out, 
the at ieasf two food product blocks are located in a line, substantially parallel to the cutting 
plane to the blade so that no trimming cut has to be performed. Further there is no motivation 

to } t < f 1 n ♦ ^ m { } f - * HO 

t p ^ l fds the e 3 roduct to t sett , si 

tl Exan r. This is opposite to the purpose , i no tet i ling tl tep of 
providing a gripper that, once connected to the food product block, is driven using only the 
conveyor belt, the food product block or both. As set forth above. Applicants gnpper (18) is 
brought into contact with the respective food product blocks (2) In succession or simultaneously 
and may be connected therewith without, the food product blocks (2) suffering appreciable 
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~<np<^mf :ra--s W,^ , N cm, m . ^u-t ^ a-,' 3« <■ -p a by the 
Examine oes not i a M'jpii r inven *s t forth i depend? C 1 5 



in view of Applicants' amendments and remarks, the Examiner's rejections are believed 
to be rendered moot. Accordingly, Applicants submit that the present application is in condition 
for allowance and requests that the Examiner pass the case to issue at the earliest convenience. 
Shculd re £*i > i ner ha\ any questior - mc * t a >m 

- m * - m ! e i 1 \ --o ■> m t 

if for same reason Applicants have not requested a sufficient extension and/of have not 
paid ufTioenl fee for th i xtensiot 1 

1 i K i <t i^O .V. s *'! v " m 10 , 1 ,M Ml 1^ 

required time period and/or authorization to charge our Deposit Account No 50-1097 for any fee 
nay be d 
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